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Religions Liberty Association 


DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 


1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 
. ig and needs no human power to support or enforce it. Love cannot be 
orced. 


4. We believe in civil government as divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, and that in this realm 
it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character, and opposed to the best inter- 
ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 
to legislate on religious questions. 


8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


9. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 
press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 


10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 
society. 
For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Religious Liberty 


Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. S. Longacre; associates, H. H. Votaw and 
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JDEMOCRACY REQUIRES 

IN ITS CITIZENS THE 
HIGHEST MORAL AND IN- 
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Democracy 


t jews thoughtful 
observer, as he 
looks out upon the 
political and religious 


Assailed 


hae DCO'0 9 IO 


and Liberty 


whether revolution- 
ary or reactionary, 
finds a ready follow- 
By ing, especially if he 
relief 


world today, becomes J. L Robison can promise 
deeply conscious of from some real or 
the fact. that civil Secretary imaginary abuses. 


and religious liberty 
is in peril. There 
are decadent influ- 
ences at work in every land that are 
permeating the social fabric and threat- 
ening to overthrow democracy and re- 
store the absolutism of past centuries. 
A thirst for power is menacing our civ- 
ilization built upon the democratic prin- 
ciple of freedom, which has made our 
age the greatest in the history of the 
world. 

There are but few today who do not 
find fault with our democratic form of 
government. Democracy is on trial. Au- 
tocracy through dictatorship is threaten- 
ing. Free-born peoples need to defend 
themselves against the insolent and tur- 
bulent minorities who would establish 
themselves in power and relentlessly put 
down all opposition. 


Democracy Becomes Tiresome 
Democracy is very often tiresome in 
its actual practice. Its uniformity and 
equality before the law become tedious. 
On the other hand, people are lured 
by a hero. A spectacular champion, 


SECOND QUARTER 


Religious Liberty Association 
of South Africa 


This is one of the 
greatest menaces to 
freedom today. Peo- 
ple in a moment of hysteria are pre- 
pared to renounce their blood-bought 
freedom in favor of some unknown 
demagogue in whom they put implicit 
trust. 

Democracy and freedom are twin 
brothers, and they stand or fall together. 
Of all forms of government, democracy 
is that which requires in a people the 
highest moral and intellectual stand- 
ards. It grew out of the great reforma- 
tory movements of the sixteenth century, 
which resulted in a spiritual uplift of 
the masses and a general revival of 
learning. The World War, however, 
brought about a great lowering of the 
moral and intellectual standards, and 
therein lies an explanation of the dic- 
tatorships that have followed in its wake. 

If democracy and freedom are to be 
saved, there must be a moral uplift of 
the masses, a return to higher ideals, 
and the exercise of individual will power 
over debasing influences. If a dictator- 
ship works better than a ministry or a 
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parliament, as is often claimed, it is an 
acknowledgment of intellectual laziness 
and the moral decadence of our age. 


Freedom Cost Centuries of Effort 


It should be remembered that only 
after centuries of conflict did the op- 
pressed masses gain from the privileged 
classes the freedom which is our cher- 
ished heritage today. A government 
“of the people, by the people, for the 
people” was the goal, while “liberty, 
equality, and fraternity” was the war 
ery. Autocracy made a determined 
stand, but the ideals of a state in which 
the power is exercised by all the people 
for the benefit of all, finally triumphed. 
Every man was at last granted the right 
to achieve his own aspiration to a larger 
and fuller life, and out of this freedom 
there grew into maturity the world’s 
greatest era of intellectual proficiency, 
scientific advance, colonial development, 
and moral progress that mankind has 
ever seen. The feudal chains of slavery, 
serfdom, and special privilege were link 
by link broken, until religious, civil, and 
personal liberty 
became not a 
vague hope but a 
glorious reality in 
nearly every land. 

These demo- 
cratic ideals have 
often been assailed, 
but have as often 
triumphed. Prob- 
ably the greatest 
assault against 
democracy was the 
World War. But 
the Allies in the 
war finally rallied 
their forces and led 
them on to victory 
under President 
Wilson’s battle ery: “Make the world 
safe for democracy.” Under this ban- 
ner the victory was won, resulting ir 
the dismemberment of ancient auto- 
cratic empires, the overthrow of a dozen 
dynasties, and the establishment of nu- 
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c. 
“God created the soul of man free, and 
answerable to no one but the Creator.” 


merous republics. One of the immediate 
fruits of the war was the rebirth of the 
great ideals of liberty. Even Russia, 
the most reactionary autocrat of prewar 
times, proclaimed complete religious lib- 
erty and personal freedom under the 
early Soviet rule. Suffrage was ex- 
tended in nearly every country, not 
only to men, but to women, until more 
people were voting at the poles than 
ever before in human history. 


Failure in the Hour of Triumph 


But democracy in the hour of its tri- 
umph failed. Autocracy had been over- 
thrown, but the spirit of democracy had 
not been inculeated into the hearts of 
the people. In fact, in the older demo- 
cratic countries during the decades be- 
fore the war, plutocracy had largely 
supplanted the rule of the people, and 
democratic ideals had lost their appeal. 
The economic and industrial revolution 
had made it possible for money barons 
to establish a commercial overlordship 
of the masses. Politicians and _ bene- 
ficiaries of special privilege were content 
to laud democratic 
principles so long 
as the plutocrats 
were in the saddle 
and controlled the 
state. 

Under such con- 
ditions democracy 
had little to offer 
the man in the 
street—the voter. 
And with what 
results? We find 
that in Russia, in 
Spain, in Poland, 
in Italy, and later 
in Germany and 
Austria, dictator- 
ships were estab- 
lished, ruling in the name of various 
political evangels, such as Fascism in 
Italy, Communism in Russia, and the 
Nazi régime in Germany. 

During the last decade there has been, 

(Continued on page 52) 
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T a recent hearing 
conducted before a 
joint Senate and House 
Committee of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature on a 
bill proposing the re- 
peal of certain sections 
of the Virginia Sunday 
blue laws, which forbid 
all recreation, business, 
and labor except works 
of necessity, there were 
more than a _ dozen 
clergymen present who 
wanted the old Sunday 
laws retained on the 
statute books. It was @ 
one of the most interest- 
ing and _ illuminating 
public hearings that the writer has at- 
tended upon this subject for many a 
day. Some very pointed questions were 
propounded by the members of the joint 
committees and by other members of the 
legislature, as well as by some of the 
clergymen. We shall set forth these 
questions and our answers to them: 
Question No. 1.—Does not the fourth 
commandment say, ‘Remember the Sab- 
bath day, to keep it holy’?” 
Answer.—Yes, but the fourth com- 
mandment refers to “the seventh day,” 
and not the first day of the week. The 
first day of the week—Sunday— is never 
called the Sabbath in the Bible. There 
is no more holiness in Sunday than in 
Wednesday,. nor is there any more di- 
vine authority to observe Sunday than 
Wednesday. But for the sake of the 
argument let us grant that Sunday is 
regarded by many as a holy day. Holi- 
ness cannot be legislated into people. A 
law that attempts to regulate a holy 
thing must of necessity be a religious 
law, and a religious law should never 
be placed upon the civil statute books 
and enforced under duress of the civil 
magistrate. The civil government 
should not prescribe religious duties. 
Question No. 2—“TIf an institution 


SECOND QUARTER 


Some 
Pointed 
Questions 
Answered 


By the Editor 











proves to be a great 
spiritual uplift and 
blessing to those who ob- 
serve it, like Sunday, 
why should it not be en- 
forced by law?” 

Answer.—The Lord’s 
supper, the Lord’s 
prayer, and _ baptism 
have proved to be great 
spiritual blessings to 
those who observe them, 
but that is no justifica- 
tion for enforcing these 
divine institutions by 
civil magistrates under 
2 the penal codes. Sab- 

bath observance is a 
spiritual rite, the same 

as the observance of the Lord’s supper, 
and both are perverted when they are 
enforced by the policeman. 

Question No. 3.—‘Is not Sunday ob- 
servance a moral obligation?” 

Answer,—No. Sunday observance is 
not commanded in the moral law. And 
since it is not commanded by any moral 
precept, it is not a moral obligation. 
The Bible everywhere commands the 
observance of the seventh day of the 
week, which is Saturday. Many sin- 
cere people and good Christians do not 
observe Sunday, the first day of the 
week, but do observe the seventh day. 
Who dares to say that he who observes 
the seventh day in obedience to the 
moral law, is immoral, while he who 
observes Sunday in disobedience to the 
moral law, is moral? Anyway, the 
question is one between a man and his 
God. Religion cannot rightfully be pre- 
scribed by civil law. 

Question No. 4.—“Is it not wrong to 
commercialize Sunday ?” 

Answer.—The Bible nowhere forbade 
the commercialization of Sunday, but it 
has forbidden the commercialization of 
the Sabbath day, which is not Sunday. 
The state as a secular power has no 
(Continued on page 54) 
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A Delegation From the Netherlands Petitioning Their Sovereign, Philip I] 
of Spain, to Respect Their Inherent Rights 


The Struggle for 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM 


By J. H. Wierts 


N 1550 Charles V, king of Spain, 

issued a decree of extermination 
against all heretics within his realm. 
A like decree, in 1556, was issued by 
Philip II, with special emphasis on the 
destruction of all heretics in the Nether- 
lands, and demanding that all govern- 
ment officials, from the highest to the 
lowest, carry out with all speed the pro- 
visions that all heretics be sought and 
apprehended, and their properties con- 
fiseated and added to the king’s treas- 
ury. All male heretics that recanted 
were to be beheaded, all females to be 
buried alive. All heretics persisting in 
their heresies must be burned alive, male 
and female alike. 
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in the 


NETHERLANDS 


All high and low that knew of any 
heretics and did not report or appre- 
hend them, or that sheltered, protected, 
or assisted them in any way whatsoever, 
were to be treated as heretics and suffer 
the same penalties. 

Against this ordinance the Prince of 
Orange, William the First, protested, 
and instead of persecuting the heretics, 
he rather offered them protection within 
his own realm. Many of the persecuted 
left their homes and places of abode, 
and sought shelter in the realm of the 
prince, in the provinces of Holland, 
Zeeland, and Utrecht. 

This of course was an act of re- 
bellion against his sovereign, and must 
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be settled by either submission or war. 
But what was the issue? What was at 
stake? Liberty! “Ziever dood als slaav” 
(Rather dead than slave), came forth 
the slogan from the Prince of Orange, 
re-echoing through the Netherlands, and 
it did not cease until 1581, when that 
glorious independence was declared for 
the Netherlands. Liberty was assured. 

During those years of struggle for 
freedom, Calvinists wha had found an 
asylum in the Netherlands under the 


protection of the Prince of Orange had 


grown prosperous and numerous, in so. 
much that by the year 1577 the govern- 


ment of the city of Mittelburg was in 
the hands of the ‘Calvinistie Reformed 
Church. This church now became a real 
perseeutor, demanding that the Wal- 
denses, called Mennonites in the Neth- 
erlands, take the oath of allegiance, and 
take up arms against their common ene- 
mies, which conscientiously they could 
not do. Whereupon the city authorities 
closed the shops and places of business 
of the Mennonites, commanding them to 
vacate their homes and to leave the 


country. ‘The persecuted appealed to 
the Prince of Orange for protection and 


freedom. 

William’s presentation of the case to 
the city authorities of Mittelburg reads 
as follows: 

“Some citizens of your city have appealed to 
us for protection against your demands upon 
them. They say: You have demanded of them 
the oath of allegiance, and the taking up of 
arms, which conscientiously they cannot do, 
whereupon you have closed their shops and 
places of business and forbidden them to earn 
a living for them- 
selves and fami- 
lies, and have de- 
manded of them 
either to comply 
with your demands 
or vacate their 





homes and leave the country. Such has never 
been required of these people during all these 
years they have lived among us and have never 
in any way proved unfaithful, Did we not for 
this same cause of freedom take up arms 
against our king of Spain and withstand all 
his demands? And by the grace of God have 
now won that freedom. And would it not be 


unreasonable if we now would deny this privi- 
lege to these citizens, who at the risk of their 


own lives have helped to win this freedom, 
paying taxes and in every way helping in the 
support of the government during those many 
struggling years? You not only endanger the 
homes and lives of these people in your own 
city, but in the whole realm of Holland and 
Zeeland. Therefore, after careful considera- 
tion of their petition, in counse) with the gov- 
ernor and counselors of Zeeland, I petition you 
to let these people live among you in peace, 
open up their shops and places of business, and 
pursue their vocations as heretofore.”—Issued 


under His Eacellency’s name and seal in Mittel- 


burg, January 26, 1577. Guilt von Nassau. 


But the Prinee’s request was not 
heeded, and persecution rather in- 
creased. Whereupon the persecuted 
were driven to make another appeal for 
protection and freedom to the Prince 


of Orange. Whereupon he commanded 
those city officials to obey the law and 


to adhere to the letter of the ordinance 
of freedom in the following strong 
words : 

“You are doing these citizens a great in- 
justice in that you do not let them live in 
peace according to their own conscience in re- 
ligious matters, because, the contents of our 
previous appeal to you had carefully been con- 
sidered with our governors and counselors, 
wherein it was stated that the Mennonites are 
entitled to the same freedom of conscience in 
religious matters as others. But it seems you 
have paid no attention to our requests. There- 
fore, we feel our- 
selves constrained 
to inform you for 
the last time, and 
demand of you to 

(Continued on 

page 56) 
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Left, Prince of Orange, William the First, 
often called “William the Silent” 


Right, Maurice, Prince of Orange, 
son of William the First 
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A Virginia Cavalier Comments 
on Sumptuary Laws 


HE following able editorial, written 

by Thomas Lomax Hunter, a mem- 
ber of the Virginia Legislature and edi- 
tor of the Times-Dispatch, of Richmond, 
Virginia, will be read with interest by 
the friends of religious liberty. It re- 
lates to the hearing on the repeal of the 
Virginia Sunday blue laws, conducted 
before the joint Senate and House Com- 
mittees on Social and Moral Welfare, 
in the house of representatives of the 
Virginia Legislature. Representative 
Hunter was one of the speakers follow- 
ing the editor of the Liperry magazine. 
His editorial appeared in the Times- 
Dispatch of February 4, 1934, and is 
as follows: 


“Addressing the Bar Association of New 
York, a former chief justice of the Court of 
Appeals of that State said: ‘Today, according 
to the notion of many, if not most people, 
liberty is the right of part of the people to 
compel the other part to do what the first part 
thinks the latter ought to do for its own benefit.’ 

“Upon this conception of ‘liberty’ is founded 
all sumptuary, all restrictive legislation, all 
those statutes which have acquired the odious 
name of ‘blue laws.’ 

“That the builders of this Republic knew the 
danger of such laws, and the tendency of de- 
mocracies to create them under the pressure of 
organized and zealous minorities, is made abun- 
dantly manifest by their words of warning. 

“George Washington, addressing the Baptists 
of Virginia, had this to say: ‘Every man who 
conducts himself as a good citizen, is account- 
able alone to God for his religious faith, and 
should be protected in worshiping God accord- 
ing to the dictates of his own conscience.’ 

“Under the colonial government the Baptists 
had suffered much persecution in Virginia; their 
churches, or meeting places, had been raided 
and their congregations dispersed by the con- 
stabulary, and their parsons had served terms 
in jail as contumacious and heretical persons. 
With such experiences fresh in their minds, the 
founders of America sat down with the deter- 
mination of utterly divorcing church and state 
and setting free the conscience of man to wor- 
ship according to its own dictates, or to wor- 
ship not at all, if that pleased it better. 
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“James Madison, known to fame as the 
Father of the Constitution, wrote: ‘Religion is 
not in the purview of human government. A 
connection betweeh them is injurious to both.’ 

“Thomas Jefferson counted his statute of re- 
ligious freedom among his chief accomplish- 
ments. He wrote these arresting words: ‘Al- 
mighty God hath created the mind free; all 
attempts to influence it by temporal punish- 
ments or burdens, or by civil incapacitations, 
tend only to beget habits of hypocrisy and 
meanness, and are a departure from the plan 
of the holy Author of our religion, who being 
Lord both of body and mind, yet chose not to 
propagate by coercion on either, as was in His 
almighty power to do.’ 

“Not Washington, Madison, or Jefferson 
would have voted for a blue law, for blue laws 
are attempts to propagate religious observance 
by law. 

“The wise words of the three great Vir- 
ginians just quoted are sound and set forth 
the proper ideal of democratic government, 
which aims at governing the people as little as 
possible. Unhappily the great man of man- 
kind is neither wise nor tolerant. Ignorance is 
easily imposed on. Professional sectarians soon 
found their opportunity. 

“The sects which had suffered persecution 
during the British rule throve and multiplied 
mightily when they were set free of that perse- 
cution. In a little while they grew to be the 
most numerous faction in the State. Then they 
yielded to that temptation which always besets 
zealots; they began to clamor that their reli- 
gion be reflected in the law. It was history 
repeating itself. Puritanism fled from Europe 
to eseape persecution, but no sooner found it- 
self in power than it set up the cruel sort of 
persecution on its own account. Persecution 
begets persecutors. 

“So long as sects are in the minority and find 
themselves at variance with the majority opin- 
ion, they are fervent advocates of freedom. On 
Tuesday night, before the House Committee on 
Social and Moral Welfare, the most eloquent 
and persuasive speech for freedom of Sunday 
was made by the Rev. Charles S. Longacre, of 
the Seventh-day Adventist Church. I suggested 
to him that if his faith became dominant in 
America, it might take a leaf out of the book 
of his present oppressors. He replied: ‘I hope 
not.’ 

“One of the pro-blue law speakers, among 


(Continued on page 58) 
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Europe’s 
Champion 
of 
Democracy 


RESIDENT MASARYK, the chief 

executive of the Czech Republic, is a 
firm believer in democracy. In an inter- 
view published in the New York Times 
Magazine of November 12, 1933, Presi- 
dent Masaryk says: 

“There has been much talk of the inefficiency 
of democracy. However, democracy has not 
failed; rather, a number of men in authority 
have failed democracy. We must not forget 
that monarchies and dictatorships also have ex- 
perienced difficulties, and even today are en- 
countering them. Democracy makes provision 
for the concentration of power into a few hands 
in a time of crisis; even Hitler was elected by 
the German people. President Roosevelt also 
has dictatorial powers. Some men in authority 
may misuse their power; others do not. But 
that does not impair the fundamental value of 
democracy itself.” 


Masaryk does not believe that every 
custom official’s son inherits the qualities 
to become a leader of a nation, nor that 
a national leader has inherent qualities 
in his blood which he transmits to his 
son that are destined to make him a 
great national leader. He asserts: 


“There is no such thing as equality. People 
are different, and have not been endowed with 
similar abilities. It is not possible to translate 
into actuality at once the three slogans of the 
French Revolution. But we can practice one— 
fraternity. And that is basic for democracy. . . . 

“Modern democracy is relatively new. It has 
its beginnings with the American and French 
Revolutions. It takes a long time for any form 
of government to develop: monarchism has had 
many thousand years to develop its organiza- 
tion. Democracy is not yet 200 years old. 
Education, political and general, of the people 
is the solution for the shortcomings of our 
present democracy.” 
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@©u. @u., N.Y. 
Thomas G. Masaryk, President of the 
Republic of Czechoslovakia 


The disintegration of the German Re- 
public is no proof to the Czechoslovak- 
ian president that democracy will dis- 
appear. In his opinion, the German 
people were unprepared for democracy. 
He says: 

“The Weimar Constitution was written on 
paper, but not on the soul of the German 
people.” 

He explained: 

“Lessing, Goethe, Herder, and many others 
were German, but they certainly would not 
have been Hitlerites.” 

The establishment of democracy in 
the republics of Europe is a requisite 
for the establishment of peace in Eu- 
rope, and, continued President Masaryk : 

“A healthy Europe can be built only upon 
the firm foundations of free peoples, and not 
upon millions of dissatisfied subjects. 

“In the Middle Ages there was a universal 
ideal, the Catholic Church, to which all man- 
kind bowed. But that ideal was by no means 
exemplary in all its aspects. In its name and 
in the name of Jesus, an Inquisition was pos- 
sible, and people were thrown to the flames for 
having independent opinions.” 

(Continued on page 63) 
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The 


“ Christian Statesman’s” 
Change of Base 


By C. P. Bollman 


hee Liserty for the fourth quarter of 
1933, we raised ‘the question, “Is 
there hope for the Christian States- 
man?” 

Giving full credit to statements made 
in an article in the November num- 
ber of that periodical, written by Wm. 
Parsons, D. D., its associate editor, we 
must conclude that the official organ 
of the National Reform Association has 
changed, if not its base, at least its 
method of approach, and is no longer 
making the demands voiced by its edi- 
tors and most prominent writers a half 
eentury ago. 

In the Christian Statesman of Novem- 
ber, 1933, Dr. Parsons attempts to wipe 
the slate clean of the many incriminat- 
ing statements made years ago by edi- 
tors and writers for the National Re- 
form organ, saying: 

“We are not concerned about the peculiar 
expressions of the National Reform leaders of 
fifty years ago. They had the right idea of the 
kingdom of God on earth. Perhaps they did 
not make as sharp a distinction as they should 
between the Sabbath as a religious institution 
which required rest and religious observance, 
and the civil rest day which requires only ces- 
sation of labor and business, that all may have 
the opportunity of religious worship and for 
rest and social, intellectual, and spiritual recre- 
ation. The explanation of this sharper dis- 
tinction is that, as Lord Lytton puts it, 


“«A dwarf on a dead giant’s shoulder sees 
more 
Than the live giant’s eyesight availed to 
explore.’ ” 


But this mild disavowal of significant 
utterances that might be quoted from 
leading National Reform speakers of 
half a century ago, does not serve to 
save even the face of the National Re- 
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form organ. What 
has been officially 
written and widely 
printed as setting 
forth the objects of 
the National Re- 
form Association, 
is on record and 
cannot at this later 
day be blotted out. 

In 1898 the Christian Statesman Com- 
pany issued a history and manual of 
their movement, prepared by David Mc- 
Allister, D. D., LL. D., setting forth 
quite fully the principles and aims of 
the National Reform Association. We 
quote in full Article II of the Consti- 
tution of said society : 

“The objects of this Society shall be to main- 
tain existing Christian features in the Ameri- 
can Government; to promote needed reforms in 
the action of the government touching the Sab- 
bath, the institution of the family, the religious 
element in education, the oath, and public mo- 
rality as affected by the liquor traffic and other 
kindred evils; and to secure such amendment 

(Continued on page 59) 








THE STORY OF CAIN 
| AND ABEL 


Cain and Abel were the first two boys 
born into the world. Cain was a farmer, 
and Abel a shepherd. “In the process of 
time it came to pass that Cain brought of 
the fruit of the ground an offering unto 
the Lord. And Abel, he also brought of 
the firstlings of his flock.” “And the 
Lord had respect unto Abel and to his 
offering; but unto Cain and to his offering 
He had not respect.” “And it came to 
pass as they were in the field, that Cain 
rose up against his brother and slew him.” 
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HAT is lib- 

erty?’ is 
often asked. Some 
people have gone 
so far as to claim By 
that true liberty 
embraces the right 
to take from others 
the same liberty they claim for them- 
selves. 

It is evident that there must be some- 
where a standard of right principles in 
order to define what one’s liberties really 
are. There must be some way of know- 
ing when a person is exercising his true 
liberty and when he is not. 

The original law intended by the Cre- 
ator to govern all relations of society 
is the law of love. This law answers 
every purpose and specification, and 
would, if carried out, make civil gov- 
ernment unnecessary in the world. 
This law has ten points which embrace 
man’s duty to his fellow men and to 
his Creator also. There has never been 
any other standard of right in existence. 


| 








THE FIRST INTOLERANT MAN 


BY R. L. ODOM 


SpiLuinc the first blood on earth's fair land, 

Dealing the first blow of a murderous hand, 

Setting the pace for the bigoted band, 
Was Cain, the Intolerant. 


Taking the life of an own-blood brother, 

Leaving his body for the dew to cover, 

Crushing the heart of father and mother, 
Was Cain, the Persecutor. 


Producing no good, but only disaster, 
Reaping infamy forever thereafter, 
Earning a place in hell hereafter, 


Was Cain, the Murderer. 
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W. S. Ritchie 


What Is LIBERTY ? 


Where is there a standard 
of right principles ? 


If this is not the true standard, then 
the world is without any way of decid- 
ing what is right or what is wrong, and 
thus has no way of defining the sphere 
of true liberty. 

Confusion has always come into hu- 
man affairs just as this great funda- 
mental law has been disparaged and 
irreverenced. The present evils of so- 
ciety may be traced directly to the min- 
imizing of the importance of this law 
by modern teachings. 

One of the precepts of this law calls 
for the worship of the Creator in com- 
memoration of His power in creating 
the earth. A particular day of the 
weekly cycle is specified; viz., the one 
on which He rested after His work was 
done, and which He sanctified and 
blessed as a day of worship. 

It would appear that it is the very 
essence of true liberty that any one who 
wishes to comply with this command 
would have the right to do so without 
being in any way molested. And as this 
is really a law of liberty (James 1:25), 
any one who did not wish to honor the 
Creator by reverencing the day He ap- 
pointed would also have the right, as 
far as man’s authority is concerned, 
not to do so. He would be accountable 
to God alone for not complying with 
His command regarding honor to Him- 
self. Since God’s kingdom is based on 
the principle of love, He never compels 
any one to serve Him. He only, in love 
and forbearance, points out the inevi- 
table result of disregarding the law of 
love; that it is unavoidable death, unless 
Christ’s death is by faith counted as 
payment of the penalty. But this faith 
also is not forced on any one. What a 
perversion of the true concept of liberty 


(Continued on page 60) 
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The 
United States 


CONSTI 


N important fact in the creation of 

man is that God made him a free 
moral agent. The power of choice was 
his. He could do as he pleased. Of 
course there was the danger of sin; but 
without the power of choice inherent 
in the man himself, God could not be 
glorified in his service. 

And this matter of freedom—liberty 
—has been the great prize of the ages; 
the prize that, down through the cen- 
turies, men have sought, and have sac- 
rificed everything to win. It was al- 
lowed of God, but denied of man. 

Liberty is of two kinds, one pertain- 
ing to a man’s relation to his fellows, as 
between himself and them; the other 
pertaining to his relation to his God, as 
between himself and God. But the one 
carries with it the other. Religious lib- 
erty carries with it civil liberty. Nei- 
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FACSIMILE OF PART OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 
FROM THE ORIGINAL IN THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 


TUTION 


By A. R. Bell 


ther can stand without the other. The 
violation of the principles of either 
means, and can only mean, the viola- 
tion of the principles of the great doc- 
trine of human rights. 

The word of Inspiration tells us that 
“God created man in His own image.” 
The noblest document ever written on 
this question of liberty, outside of the 
realm of divine inspiration, sets forth 
the following : 

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that 
all men are created equal; that they are en- 
dowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights; that among these are life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these 
rights, governments are instituted among men, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of 
the governed.” : 


LIBERTY, 1934 
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Rights are not made. They do not 
come to men because of conditions or 
through circumstances. They are God 
given, and belong alike to all men. 

Down through the centuries, however, 
the natural and inalienable rights of 
men have been more or less “dependent 
upon the will and ecaprice of rulers and 
governments who have arrogated to 
themselves supreme and _ irresponsible 
powers.” The years had shown liberty 
as a thing practically in name only, and, 
as serving the true purpose of God, 
government among men a failure. It 
was at this time that a light blazed, a 
beacon burned, still bidding men to 
hope. Penned by. man, but inspired of 
God, there was declared a manifesto that 
rejoiced the heart of mankind and aston- 
ished the world. 

Never before in the history of the race 
had an organized society set forth the 
principles of its government as ordained 
of God. Never since sin entered the 
world had any nation, save America, 
proposed to build a superstructure in 
government upon the principles of the 
gospel. 

The builders of this nation recognized 
the rights of men. They claimed, as 
man’s first great right, liberty, and they 
claimed that right from God inalienable. 
Not alone for themselves did they claim 
this. Their scope included the race, 
reaching all men, and America became a 
beacon light to the oppressed of all 
lands, and millions flocked to her hos- 
pitable shores to enjoy, as had no other 
people before them, “life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness.” 

We look back with pride upon those 
good men and true, “who pledged their 
lives, their fortune, and their sacred 
honor” that the principles embodied in 
those two immortal documents—the 
Declaration of Independence and the 
Constitution of the United States— 
might be the heritage of posterity. 


Today we offer heartfelt gratitude to 
God for the benefits we enjoy under the 
Stars and Stripes. We thank God for 
liberty, civil and religious. We thank 
God for a country that recognizes the 
rights of conscience. We are proud of 
our country, proud of her history, proud 
of her exploits, proud of her institu- 
tions, proud of her traditions. We love 
our flag. We plight our troth to the 
prineiples for which our flag stands. 


The revered President Coolidge said: 

“Amid all the flash of conflicting interests, 
amid all the welter of partisan politics, every 
American can turn for solace and consolation 
to the Declaration of Independence and the 
Constitution of the United States with the as- 
surance and confidence that those two great 
charters of freedom and justice remain firm 
and unshaken. Whatever perils appear, what- 
ever danger threatens, the nation remains se- 
cure in the knowledge that the ultimate appli- 
cation of the law of the land will provide an 
adequate defense and protection.” 


William McKinley said: 

“We have lived under it [the Constitution] 
for one hundred twenty-five years in storm and 
in sunshine, in war within and war without, 
amid the passions of the people; and after one 
hundred twenty-five years that great instru- 
ment stands unclouded by a single lapse of 
principle. To us, my fellow citizens, young and 
old, the preservation of that Constitution is 
committed. It is a sacred document, and it 
is a sacred trust, given to us to see to it 
that it is preserved in all its virtue, and in all 
its vigor, to be passed along to the generations 
yet to come. Glorious Constitution! Glorious 
Union! Glorious flag!”—Speech at San José, 
California, May 138, 1901. 


The 
Spirit 
of 


America 
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“The foundation of God standeth sure.” 


SCRIPTURE 


and the LORD’S 


N a late issue of 
the Lord’s Day 
Leader, organ of the 
Lord’s Day Alliance 
of the United States, 
the president, Rev. J. 
H. Willey, says in a 
statement regarding 
the purposes of this 
organization: “It is oO 
not here to direct the 
young people to a 
devout and intelligent study of the 
word of God.” 

The purpose of the Alliance, as stated 
by President Willey, is to “preserve the 
first day of the week for rest, religious 
instruction, and the worship of God.” 
As an indispensable requisite to the at- 
tainment of this purpose, the Alliance 
constantly agitates for the enactment 
and enforcement of legislation, local, 
State, and national, providing for a 
compulsory observance of Sunday as the 
weekly day of rest. 

Viewing the character and aims of the 
Lord’s Day Alliance in the light of 
Scripture, it is clear that the Alliance 
is not qualified to direct an intelligent 
study of the word of God for either 
young or old. Either it is very igno- 
rant of that word, or it deliberately ig- 
nores the plainest statements made by 
Inspiration regarding the foundation of 
the Christian religion and the very defi- 
nite purpose for which the Christian 
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chureh is in the 
world. 

In the first place, 
the Alliance is either 


DAY ignorant of or ig- 
nores the fact that 
ALLIANCE the Bible has nothing 


to say about Sunday, 
By or the first day of the 
L. A. Smith week, being the Sab- 

bath or a holy day, 

or a day on which 
anybody ought to abstain from work. 
This is not mere opinion or belief, but 
a fact any person can readily verify 
for himself, by an examination of every 
Scripture text which mentions the first 
day of the week. There are but nine of 
them in the whole Bible. 

The Alliance through its spokesmen 
may say a thousand things about the 
value and necessity of the Christian 
Sabbath, which are all good and true; 
but as applied to Sunday, they lose all 
their force unless it can be shown that 
the Christian Sabbath is Sunday; and 
of that, as stated, there is not a par- 
ticle of Scripture proof. 

It would certainly be expected that 
in urging upon society the observance 
of Sunday as the Sabbath, the Alliance 
would quote the highest authority on 
the subject of the Sabbath, which au- 
thority is, of course, the God of heaven. 
But it never does this, and for the best 
of reasons: there is nothing to quote. 
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It is all beside the mark to say, point- 
ing to Sunday, that the Sabbath is an 
institution resting on divine authority, 
since there is nothing in Scripture to 
connect Sunday with the Sabbath. It 
is time, effort, and ammunition wasted, 
and worse than wasted, since it is in 
opposition to the only Sabbath ever in- 
stituted by God, which is the Sabbath 
of the decalogue, the seventh day, the 
memorial of creation. 

Further evidence of ignorance or dis- 
regard of Scripture on the part of the 
Alliance, appears in the statement by 
President Willey that the Alliance “is 
not so much an organization of the 
church as it is the church itself fighting 
for the right to exist, and fighting for 
the opportunity to justify its existence.” 
This simply cannot be true of the Chris- 
tian church. 

In Colossians 1:18, 24, it is specif- 
ically stated that Christ is the head of 
the church, and that the church is the 
body of Christ. It is therefore as ab- 
surd to say that the church—meaning 
the Christian church—is fighting for the 
right to exist, as it would be to say that 
Christ, who is God, is fighting for the 
right to exist. 

The unity and oneness between God, 
Christ, and Christians, is made clear by 
many Scripture declarations. It is very 
definitely affirmed that God dwells in 
His church by His Spirit. Each one 
of the believers composing the church, 
we are told, is a temple of the Holy 
Ghost. 1 Cor. 6:19. “I in them, and 
Thou in Me,” said Jesus in His prayer 
recorded in John 17. He who would 
overcome the true believers would first 
have to overcome God Himself. 

Dr. Willey appears never to have read 
Matthew 28:18-20, which records the 
words of the risen Christ to His disci- 
ples, as He commissioned them to pro- 
claim the gospel to the world: “All 
power is given unto Me in heaven and 
in earth. Go ye therefore, and teach 
all nations: . . . and, lo, I am with you 
alway, even unto the end of the world.” 
If Christ, having all power in heaven 
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and in earth, is with His church, how 
can it be true that the church today is 
“fighting for the right to exist”? 

And further, since Christ is with His 
church always, and has all power in 
heaven and in earth, what possible need 
is there for the church to be seeking 
governmental aid for the furtherance of 
her work? What more power could the 
church want, and what more could she 
possibly have, than “all power in heaven 
and in earth,” which is assured to her 
by her divine Head without reference 
to the attitude or power of the state? 

Of course, if President Willey has ref- 
erence to some other church than the 
Christian church, his apprehensions may 
be well founded. It may be that such 
a chureh is “fighting for the right to 
exist,” and needs all the help it can get 
from the state in the form of legislation 
and court protection. That, however, 
if it be true, is not a matter of con- 
cern to Christians. 

And if the church feels the lack of 
power to enforce Sabbath observance on 
all classes of society and bring about 
the establishment of a Christian state, 
the explanation of such lack is to be 
found in the fact that the Christian 
church was never commissioned to do 
work of that nature. For the accom- 
plishment of her divinely appointed task 
of proclaiming the gospel to all the 
world, the church is omnipotent ; but for 
the task of converting civil governments 
and enforcing religious observances by 
the arm of the civil power, she is impo- 
tent so far as divine power is concerned, 
and hence must rely on the civil power 
for whatever is to be accomplished in 
that line. 

President Willey and other spokes- 
men of the Alliance seem never to have 
noticed the fact that Christ left no ex- 
ample of working for the reform of civil 
government. Jesus of Nazareth, though 
living under a government notoriously 
corrupt, did not seek to oust any cor- 
rupt official from office, to overthrow 
any administration in city or state, nor 

(Continued on page 62) 
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HE right of free speech and a free 

press which is at present trembling in 
the balance, was ably defended by United 
States Senator Arthur R. Robinson, of In- 
diana, in a speech which he made before 
the Senate, which is recorded in full in the 
Congressional Record of January 18, 1934. 
The latter part of his speech contains his- 
torical data concerning the early battle in 
behalf of press freedom, that we are con- 
fident the many readers of the Liperty 
magazine would like to preserve, and use 
when occasion presents itself. We quote: 


“Controversy has been carried on during the last 
several months between the press, on the one hand, 
and the government, on the other, as represented 
by General Johnson. For the life of me, I have 
never been able to understand why there should 
have been any objection to the incorporation of a 
section in the proposed newspaper code reaffirming 
the constitutional right of free press and free 
speech. Yet everybody knows that the adminis- 
tration, for some cause or another, did not want 
it in there. Of course, it ought to be in; and the 
American people, I think, will demand that it be 
placed there. 

“Mr. President, free speech in the United States 
must be preserved at any price. Otherwise our 
liberties are gone. 

“For the past several weeks a controversy has 
been raging between the newspapers of the coun- 
try and Gen. Hugh S. Johnson in which this ques- 
tion is seriously involved. The loquacious general 
has insisted that the Constitution is sufficient guar- 
anty against executive usurpation, but the press 
has been equally insistent that a specific free-press 
reservation be incorporated in the proposed code. 

“In the controversy that has arisen the American 
people are vitally concerned. If there is one right 
on which they have insisted throughout the years, 
and on which they will continue to insist, it is that 
of free speech, as guaranteed by the Constitution. 
Free speech is absolutely impossible without a free 
and untrammeled press. Because of this fact the 
people refuse to become excited so long as the 
press remains unmuzzled and content. 

“But when the newspapers evidence concern, the 
people become justly alarmed, for they are aware 
that one of their most precious rights is seriously 
imperiled. That the Constitution itself is in 
danger there can be no doubt in unbiased minds. 
Evidence accumulates on all sides to substantiate 
this view. Executive dictatorship is well on the 
way, and State lines have well-nigh been obliter- 
ated. That the President now exercises too much 
power for the country’s welfare is all too evident. 
That he is constantly reaching out for new and 
enlarged authority is also within the knowledge of 
everybody. Give him now the power to throttle 
the press, and his dictatorship is complete. 
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FREE SPEE 


Must Be Maintained 
At Any Price 


Excerpts From Speech by U. S. Senator 4, R. F 


“One may attribute to him the best of motives, 
and still be seriously alarmed. It has been well 
said that: 

““The law of nature is not that tyrants make 
tyranny, but that tyranny 
makes tyrants.’ 
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“Benevolent and kindly 
men have, in the history 
of the past, become the 
worst of despots. 

“General Johnson says 
he has no intention of 
attempting to muzzle the 


press, but incidents con- 
nected with his own ad- Mrnpress shallrmahe 


ministration tend to con- 
trovert that statement, 
and whether he be well 
intentioned or not, the 
fact remains that he 
should not be given any 
semblance of such power. 

“Radio facilities, con- 
trolled by the govern- 
ment, are now practically 
monopolized by adminis- 
tration propaganda, and 
it is the confident belief 
of many observers that 
all sorts of difficulties are 
placed in the way of 
those who would use the 
air to oppose administra- 
tion policies. 

“We want no such gov- 
ernmental control of the 
other news sources of the 
country. Otherwise free 
speech will have gone, 
the day of political pris- 
oners will have returned, 
and liberty will have vanished. The Con- 
stitution will then have become a memory. 

“Because of the seriousness of the sit- 
uation, a section guaranteeing inviolabil- 
ity of the press in the proposed newspaper code 
becomes vastly important. Even such a section 
would not necessarily avail against pretended ne- 
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ives, cessities for martial law, suspension of constitu- 
well tional guaranties, and the possible development in 

the minds of our rulers of the idea that they are 
1ake ‘Heaven-sent.’ But for whatever it is worth, such 











a reservation should be 
insisted on, and the peo- 
ple, whose liberties are at 
stake, should be the most 
outspoken of all in sav- 
ing their rights which can 
only be preserved by a 
free press. 

“Sinee the issue has 
again been raised, it 
might be profitable to 
glance briefly at the past. 


“Historical Survey of 
Press Freedom 


“Freedom of speech 
and of the press was not 
guaranteed originally by 
the Constitution. Charles 
Cotesworth Pinckney in 
the negotiations proposed 
a free-press clause, but 
to this suggestion Sher- 
man said: 

“Tt is unnecessary. 
. .. The power of Con- 
gress does not extend to 
the press.’ 

“Pinckney explained in 
the South Carolina House 
of Representatives that 
the Constitution did not 
need a free-press clause, 
although he himself al- 
ways championed its in- 
clusion. 


“Alexander Hamilton 


said a free-press clause was unnecessary. 
“« .. Why, for instance, should it be 


said that the liberty of the press shall 
| not be restrained, when no power is 


‘ode given by which the restriction can be imposed? 
tion “Hamilton later became a great champion of 
ne- a free press. 


SECOND QUARTER 


“Thomas Jefferson, fearing the tyranny of a 
strong central government, especially under the 
power that authorized Congress to pass all laws 
‘necessary and proper’ to carry out other delegated 
powers, fought for free speech and free press. 
The battle was won, and the First Amendment 
carries the guaranty of free speech and of free 
press. 


“Modern Parallel to Early Battle for 
Press Freedom 


“The battle for a free-press guaranty has a 
modern counterpart in the struggle between the 
newspaper publishers and the NRA code author- 
ities. 

“The publishers insisted on a special section in 
the code preserving the inviolability of free press, 
while General Johnson charged criticism of pos- 
sible abridgment of free press with being a 
‘synthetic dead cat.’ 

“In a few speeches and interviews General 
Johnson took occasion to discuss possible peril to 
a free press because of the code. He said he re- 
garded such a section—guaranteeing press freedom 
as ‘superfluous.’ As late as December 7, 1933, 
before the National Association of Manufacturers 
in New York, General Johnson said: 

“‘As a matter of fact, there has been inserted 
in every draft of the newspaper code that has been 
submitted a special provision requested by the 
newspaper publishers committee making special 
reference to the inviolability of the freedom of 
the press. We have regarded this as superfluous, 
but the newspapers so eagerly asked for it that I 
don’t know why it should be denied—it has about 
as much meaning as “eeny meeny miney mo.,”’ 

“Deputy Administrator Lindsay Rogers said the 
newspaper publishers should have a clause guaran- 
teeing a free press if they wanted it. 

“Here in General Johnson’s reply is a curious 
parallel to that given by Roger Sherman to Charles 
Cotesworth Pinckney in the Constitutional Con- 
vention. 





“Minnesota vs. Near Case 


“A few years ago an attempt was made to 
gag a little paper up in Minnesota for publica- 
tion of allegedly politically pernicious statements. 
Through operation of the Minnesota ‘gag’ law an 
attempt was made to suppress this paper. 

“The case was carried to the United States 
Supreme Court, and by a 5 to 4 decision the 
Court upheld freedom of the press only insofar as 
‘previous restraints’ were concerned. 

“The Court said in effect in that case, by a 
majority of one, ‘... that the main purpose of 
the provisions of the First Amendment to the 
Constitution was to “prevent all these ‘previous 
restraints’” upon publications as had been prac- 
ticed by other governments, and they do not pre- 
vent the subsequent punishment of such as may 
be deemed contrary to the public welfare.’ 
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“History of Freedom of Press and Speech 
in the United States 


“America’s first newspaper, Public Occur- 
rences, in 1690, was suppressed for not having 
a license. The first printer in Pennsylvania 
was forbidden to publish without a license. 

“The fountainhead of free press in America 
is the famous Zenger case. In 1734 John Peter 
Zenger, publisher of the New York Journal, 
published two satirical songs, and the heavy 
hand of the law clamped down on him. 

“After the’ grand jury refused to indict him, 
he was arrested by warrant of the council. His 
attorneys who came to his defense were dis- 
barred. But one Andrew Hamilton, ablest ad- 
vocate of the time, appeared for Zenger and 
obtained an acquittal. So effective was Ham- 
ilton’s masterly speech that Zenger was not only 
acquitted, but there was established the prin- 
ciple that the jury could determine every ques- 
tion before it; that the law of England was 
not the law of New York. Thus the principle 
of press freedom was established in America 
before it was in England. 

“The first appearance of the free-press ideal 
in constitutional form appeared in rhetorical 
Article XII of the Virginia Declaration of 
Rights, which said: 

“‘The freedom of the press is one of the 
great bulwarks of liberty, and can never be 
restrained but by despotic governments.’ 

“In 1798 the infamous sedition act was 
passed, and was roundly condemned by James 
Madison and Thomas Jefferson. 

“Referring to press freedom, Madison said: 

“‘And can the wisdom of this policy [press 
freedom] be doubted by any one who reflects 
that to the press alone, checkered as it is with 
abuses, the world is indebted for all the tri- 
umphs which have been gained by reason and 
humanity over error and oppression; who re- 
flects that to the same beneficent source the 
United States owe much of the lights which 
conducted them to the rank of a free and in- 
dependent nation, and which have improved 
their political system into a shape so auspicious 
to their happiness.’ 

“Upon becoming President, Jefferson par- 
doned those held in jail for violations of the 
sedition act. This infamous legislation was 
never declared unconstitutional, and died of its 
own limitations in 1801. 


“Modern Aspects of Press Freedom 


“The New York Times’ attack on the Tweed 
ring was another milestone in the battle for 
freedom of the press. By intimidation, threats, 
attempts to indict the publishers, attempts to 
buy stock, attempts to find a flaw in the prop- 
erty title, the enemies of the Times attempted 
to suppress the paper. But the newspaper won, 
and the Tweed ring was crushed in New York. 

“Theodore Roosevelt figured in a brief flurry 
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against two of the country’s newspapers—the 
New York World and the Indianapolis News. 
These papers criticized the President and other 
high officials in connection with the transfer of 
title of the Panama Canal from the French 
company to the United States. President 
Roosevelt tried to have the editor of the News 
removed from Indianapolis to Washington for 
trial, but the district judge refused to allow 
the transfer. An attempt to prosecute the 
World was equally unsuccessful. 

“The old menace to the press, ‘libel on gov- 
ernment,’ was invoked by the administration of 
Mayor William Hale Thompson of Chicago. 
The city administration sued the Chicago Trib- 
une for a great sum for libeling the govern- 
ment. The Tribune won its case when the 
Supreme Court of Illinois held that a city 
cannot sue a newspaper for libel. 


“Conclusion 


“National emergencies are fraught with dan- 
gers, not the least of which is the possibility 
that some of those temporarily intrusted with 
power may feel called upon to ‘rule or ruin.’ 

“If obsessed with such an idea, they are apt 
to stop at nothing to attain their ends. That 
such possibilities exist today there can be no 
doubt, and the American people should be on 
their guard. ‘Eternal vigilance is the price of 
liberty.’ ” 

At the conclusion of his speech, Sen- 
ator Robinson introduced a resolution 
authorizing the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce “to make an investigation of 
the control exercised by the Federal 
Radio Commission over persons broad- 
casting through licensed broadcasting 
stations, and the extent to which the 
freedom of speech of such persons has 
been restricted.” Senator Robinson read 
evidence showing that “the radio facili- 
ties of this nation today are monopo- 
lized,” and that there is “a radio censor- 
ship as rigid as the censorship practiced 
in any land ruled by an absolute dic- 
tator,” and that “no one over those facil- 
ities will dare criticize the administra- 
tion,” according to the statements issued 
by the broadcasting management. All 
this restriction of free speech over the 
radio broadcasting facilities is done un- 
der the pretext “that any utterance on 
the radio that tends to disturb the public 
confidence in its President is a disservice 
to the people themselves and is hence 
inimical to the national welfare.” 
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We agree with Senator Robinson that 
such a censorship of free speech is inim- 
ical to our constitutional liberties, and 
frequently precedes the establishment of 
despotic government upon the ruins of 
a republic. It is an issue in which the 
American people are more interested 
than any other. Cc. 8. L. 


“A Threat to Religious Liberty” 


NDER the above caption an edito- 
rial from the Chicago Tribune of 
February 1, dealing with a bill in Con- 
gress which would give financial aid to 
the churches from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, has the following 


to say: 

“A pill has been introduced in Congress, 
known as the Ludlow Bill, to authorize loans 
from the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
to churches at 4-per-cent interest. It is argued 
in defense of this bill that unless some relief 
from the government is forthcoming, many 
churches will be obliged to close, and their 
property will be taken to meet their debts. 

“These fears are not wholly unfounded, and, 
needless to say, the closing of churches would 
constitute an incalculable loss to communities 
and the nation, particularly if many communi- 
ties should be deprived of all types of religious 
organizations. Nevertheless, the bill should be 
defeated. The separation of church and state 
in this country has been salutary for churches 
and state alike. Any tendency to break it 
down can only be regarded as a precedent for 
retrogression. 

“The altogether heroic defense of religious 
freedom in Germany by Pastor Martin Niem@l- 
ler could not have been required had the church 
and state been wholly independent. It was 
only because the churches in Germany were or- 
ganized within the framework of the state and 
dependent upon it in considerable measure for 
their revenues, that it was easy for the state to 
abuse its powers. With the movement toward 
centralization gaining momentum in this coun- 
try, it is impossible to be too zealous in defense 
of the freeman and his conscience.” 


We agree that the motive back of the 


above proposal to aid needy churches in 
their financial distress from public 


| funds, is a laudable one. But the motive 


back of every endeavor on the part of 
the state in past ages to aid religion by 
legislative enactments and by financial 
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support was prompted by a desire to 
benefit the cause of religion and to pre- 
serve its institutions. Worthy motives 
are not always a justifiable reason for 
the extension of governmental aid. 
Every union of church and state in the 
past was inaugurated by legal prece- 
dents based on worthy motives and a 
desire to be helpful to religion. But in 
the end these proved to be boomerangs 
which struck back with baneful effect 
upon both the welfare of the state and 
the interests of religion. 

The government funds belong to all 
the people. Sixty-five per cent of the 
people in the United States make no 
profession of religion, and it is no more 
justifiable to take their money to pro- 
mote the cause of religion, than it would 
be to take the money of the church peo- 
ple to promote and preserve the institu- 
tions of infidelity. 

It may be argued that this is only a 
loan of funds to the churches, and that 
all religious persuasions will have equal 
treatment. There are some things that 
are fundamentally wrong, and equality 
of treatment does not justify a wrong 
act. Suppose all religions in the world 
were agreed on the precise mode of bap- 
tism and the exact manner of observing 
the Lord’s supper, that would not jus- 
tify the civil government in backing up 
these institutions with legislative enact- 
ments and financial support to preserve 
them and make them more effective. It 
is fundamentally wrong for the civil 
government to intermeddle with religion 
and to give it legal and financial support 
in any degree. It establishes a danger- 
ous legal precedent that is fraught with 
an inferno of troubles and perplexities. 
Let us profit from the experiences of the 
past, and keep the church and state com- 
pletely and absolutely separate and in- 
dependent of each other in the United 
States. Cc. 8. L. 


A DANGER which threatens inalienable 
rights must be nipped in the bud. 
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West Virginia Sunday Blue Law 
Revived 


2 ewe Sentinel of Parkersburg, West 
Virginia, of January 15, gives an 
account of Sunday law prosecutions con- 
ducted by the prosecuting attorney, 
E. B. Pennybacker, of that city, result- 
ing in the arrest of a number of re- 
spectable citizens engaged in the gro- 
cery business. The prosecuting attorney 
issued a statement that complaint had 
been made that certain grocery stores 
sold groceries on Sunday. “For any 
person to be found laboring at any trade 
or calling, or to employ any one for that 
purpose on Sunday, is a violation of 
the law,” declared Mr. Pennybacker. 
“The employment of an orchestra,” he 
further asserted, ‘would be a direct vio- 
lation. The selling of merchandise is 
not only a violation of our State law, 
but is in conflict with the intent and 
purpose of the NRA. These practices 
must stop immediately or prosecution 
will follow.” 

The Federal NRA codes approved by 
the President governing the grocery 
business do not forbid selling groceries 
on Sunday, and to assert that such is 
their intent and purpose is contrary to 
fact. The Federal authorities which ap- 
proved of these codes were expressly 
opposed to such a provision in the NRA 
code regulating the business of grocery 
stores, and eliminated the Sunday clos- 
ing provision from the code. 

The difficulty is that the local author- 
ities are reading intents and purposes 
into these codes that are entirely un- 
warranted and contrary to the spirit and 
letter of the NRA codes. It is just such 
unauthorized assumptions that are 
bringing reproach upon the NRA pro- 
gram and defeating its objective. 

It is just as illegal to operate an auto- 
mobile for pay or for pleasure on Sun- 
day in West Virginia, under its exist- 
ing Sunday law, as it is to operate a 
grocery store. Why make fish out of one 
trade or calling and fowl out of another, 
when all are under the ban of the Sun- 
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day blue law? But Sunday laws and 
the advocates of such religious statutes 
have never been known to be blessed 
with an excessive amount of consistency. 
The only way to get rid of religious per- 
secution is to get rid of religious laws. 
We, therefore, present the only remedy 
that will grant religious liberty to all 
citizens, and that is a repeal of these 
antiquated religious relics of a dead 
past. c. 8. L. 








Democracy and Liberty Assailed 
(Continued from page 36) 


not only in these countries, but every- 
where, a marked decline in respect for 
liberty and a definite curtailment of 
freedom itself. Few there are today 
who have the ardent devotion to “lib- 
erty, equality, and fraternity” that 
marked the liberals of the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries. Even in the 
great Republic of America a dictator- 
ship, if not an actual fact, is threaten- 
ing. The tyranny of the majority is be- 
ginning to be felt, and men everywhere 
are less tolerant of the views of others. 
People today are, as never before, 
swayed in masses. This mass psychol- 
ogy often causes them to forget prin- 
ciples and cherished rights, and impose 
by force the theories of an untried dem- 
agogue upon all objectors. Liberty is 
forgotten and tyranny holds sway. 


Slaves to Ignorance 


“Man is still the slave of his own 
passions and his own ignorance.” The 
principles of liberty can never wholly 
triumph until men have victory over 
their evil passions and greed, and until 
the Spirit of the Founder of liberty 
dwells in their hearts. What the world 
needs today is a rebirth of the recogni- 
tion of the equality of all men, and a 
renewed love for liberty, the seeds of 
which the Lord has planted in every 
heart. These are the God-given heritage 
of every race. In so far as these prin- 
ciples are destroyed, the seeds of despot- 
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ism are sown, which, when they come to 
fruitage, will reforge the chains of bond- 
age and bring men again under the yoke 
of tyranny. 

“Proclaim liberty throughout all the 
land, unto all the inhabitants thereof.” 
Lev. 25:10. It was a custom among the 
Hebrews that in the fiftieth, or jubilee, 
year all the slaves should be set at lib- 
erty and all the landed property should 
revert to the family of the original pos- 
sessor. By this provision the inordinate 
love of property and power was admir- 
ably checked. There could be no landed 
nobility who would hold a peasant class 
in subjection, for in the fiftieth year 
all the land that’had been sold during 
the jubilee period, reverted back to the 
original owners. Wealth was thus more 
equally distributed, and the plan tended 
to promote social equality, and in a large 
measure set right that which during the 
interval had gone wrong in the social 
and political economy of the nation. 

The world needs a jubilee today. It 
is suffering because of the continued ac- 
cumulation of wealth by one class and 
the poverty and degradation of another. 
The money barons are constantly grasp- 
ing for more, seeking a monopoly each 
in his own line; while the poor, without 
land, without money, are in desperate 
straits, living from hand to mouth, and 
with nothing to look forward to but 
continued oppression, poverty, and de- 
spair. 

Rebirth of Democracy Needed 

These conditions breed revolution and 
invite despotism. Unless democracy can 
somehow right these injustices and 
arouse herself to a rebirth of the high 
ideals that led to her establishment, it 
seems that she is doomed to fall before 
the popular dictators who are willing to 
promise almost any social or economic 
reform in order to climb into power. 
We raise this note of warning, and point 
out the danger signals that indicate the 
failures of democracy, and the possibili- 
ties of a dictatorship even in the older 
democratic countries; but we wish to 
state emphatically that we have no con- 


SECOND QUARTER 


troversy with any men, nor any special 
political program to promote. 

We do stand, however, uncompromis- 
ingly opposed to all political measures 
which would imperil or encroach upon 
the civil and religious liberties of men. 
We believe that God created the soul of 
man free, and answerable to no one but 
the Creator. In all things pertaining to 
our relationship to God and His law, we 
believe that every man should have the 
right to a free and untrammeled choice 
as to whom, when, and how he shall wor- 
ship without let or hindrance. We be- 
lieve in the principle set forth by the 
Saviour of men when He said: “If any 
man hear My words, and believe not, 
I judge him not.” John 12:47. 

Civil government, we believe, has been 
divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to 
rule in civil things. In this realm it is 
entitled to the respectful obedience of 
all. But there are certain inalienable 
rights, such as free press, free speech, 
peaceable assembly, and the right of 
petition, which we hold no govern- 
ment may lawfully withdraw or curtail. 
These are inherent rights which man, 
because he was created a free moral 
agent, with the power to choose his own 
destiny, must of necessity exercise. If 
and when these rights are withdrawn, 
man of necessity must fight against such 
restraints, because of his inborn love of 
liberty which God planted in his heart 
in the beginning. 

It was on these fundamental princi- 
ples of religious and civil liberty that 
democracy was established. They are 
God-given, and as long as they stand, 
we may look for and expect the appro- 
bation and blessing of the merciful Mas- 
ter upon our nation, and that peace and 
prosperity will be extended to all. 


BSB Ss 


Society created government and not 
government society; therefore society 
should control government and not gov- 
ernment society. 
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Free Press Endangered 


HE American principle of the free- 

dom of the press is endangered from 
many angles. This American principle 
of freedom was adopted in many coun- 
tries for a time, but now, under dicta- 
torship, the freedom of the press is 
denied. 

Administrator Johnson of the NRA 
has taken a position that it is superflu- 
ous to recognize the freedom of the 
press in the publishers’ and printers’ 
NRA codes, because the Con.-‘ifution 
guarantees such freedom. 

But the American Society of News- 
paper Editors has insisted that the code 
“shall contain a specific statement on 
behalf of the government, as one of the 
contracting parties, that the acceptance 
of a newspaper code is not intended, 
and shall not be construed, as abrogat- 
ing or modifying the rights of free 
speech and the freedom of the press, as 
these are guaranteed under the Consti- 
tution of the United States and the 
several States.” 

But General Johnson for a time re- 
fused to grant this request, and it made 
the editors and public uneasy and sus- 
picious. When we observe how the press 
today is enslaved and tyrannized over 
in all foreign countries governed by dic- 
tators, we can sympathize with the ed- 
itors of America, and we agree with 
them that the only safe and wise course 
to follow in this matter, so far as the 
NRA code is concerned, is to leave no 
possible room for future misunderstand- 
ing and future encroachment upon the 
freedom of the press by those who are 
intrusted with dictatorial and arbitrary 
powers. 

On the other hand, the newspapers 
need to guard against their own enslave- 
ment of the freedom of the press. Many 
newspapers are selling out their press 
liberties to commercial interests for 
sordid profit. The press has largely be- 
come an institution for private gain, 
instead of a servant for the public in- 
terest. Big business interests and ad- 
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vertising patrons must not be offended. 
The press is too often a slave to these 
big commercial concerns, and refuses to 
print anything that is derogatory to 
its patrons. Thus the newspapers deny 
the freedom of the press to the public 
just as truly as if the government had 
put a ban upon its freedom. 

The big business patrons of the press 
have virtually made the freedom of the 
press a myth, and it is a myth because 
the press has been blinded to justice 
and the public interest by holding the 
dollar before its eyes. c. 8. L. 
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Some Pointed Questions 
Answered 


(Continued from page 37) 


more right to forbid the commerciali- 
zation of the Sabbath day than it has 
to prevent the commercialization of 
other religious institutions and serv- 
ices. The priests of old were condemned 
by the Lord for commercializing the sin 
offerings. Some religions commercialize 
the prayers offered for sinners, but the 
state cannot rightfully interfere in these 
matters. 

The state is supposed to encourage the 
spirit of public enterprise and com- 
mercialism. If it is wrong to take profit, 
then the state ought to forbid it on 
every day of the week. Only those who 
make a profession of religion are sup- 
posed voluntarily to abstain from doing 
business on the day which they regard 
as holy. The state cannot settle this 
question for any man. It is purely a 
question of conscience and religion. To 
prevent the commercialization of a day 
by civil law is to meddle with a reli- 
gious question. 

Question No. 5.—“If the Sunday law 
was repealed, would not business men 
compel their employees to work seven 
days each week?” 

Answer.—No. There are now five 
States in the Union which have repealed 
all their Sunday laws, and business does 
not compel the employees to work seven 
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California 


days a week in those States. 
has had no Sunday law for over fifty 
years, and more people attend church in 
California on Sunday than in any other 
State in the Union, in proportion to its 


population. The District of Columbia 
has no Sunday observance law, and yet 
all government employees in the Dis- 
trict are given Sunday off. There are 
hundreds of thousands who observe the 
seventh day of the week as the Sabbath 
in the United States, yet there is no civil 
law that compels them to observe their 
Sabbath day, nor does the absence of 
such a law compel them to work on that 
day. We have no law in America that 
gives any employer of labor the right 
to compel any man to work for him on 
any day of the week. If the Sunday 
observer has a conscience, there is no 
man or law that can compel him to go 
contrary to his conscience. Why should 
the Sunday observer have greater pro- 
tection from the state than the Sabba- 
tarian? All citizens should enjoy the 
equal protection of the laws of the land. 

Question No. 6.—“Does good citizen- 
ship depend upon whether a man ob- 
serves Sunday ?” 

Answer.—A person can be just as 
good a citizen of the state whether he 
observes Sunday or Saturday or no day 
at all. Some folks who make no profes- 
sion of religion are better citizens than 
those who make a superfluous show of 
religion. A religious person ought to 
make the best citizen of the state, but it 
is not always so. At any rate, it is no 
business of the state to see that we are 
religious, but that we conduct ourselves 
as good citizens, irrespective of our re- 
ligious persuasions. 

Question No. 7.—“‘Are not the Chris- 
tians in the majority in this country, 
and is not therefore this a Christian 
nation, and should not the minority be 
subject to the wishes of the majority 
regarding Sunday observance?” 

Answer.—In religious matters the 
majority have no more right to force 
their religious observances and customs 
upon the minority than the minority 
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have to impose their religious views upon 
the majority. Majorities rule only in 
matters of civil policy. In religious mat- 
ters the conscience of the individual is 
supreme, and the state or majority has 
no right to interfere. The church can 
control religious matters among its own 
members, and if a member does not care 
to abide by the religious requirements 
of the church, he can get out of the 
church; but if the state controls his 
religion for him, he cannot so easily 
flee from his country. 

This is not a Christian nation in any 
sense. According to the latest statistics 
of the census report, 65 per cent of the 
inhabitants of the United States are 
nonchurch members, and make no pro- 
fession of religion. From a legal view- 
point this is not a Christian nation. 
Our government does not have any re. 
ligion. It is a secular power, without 
an established religion by law. All reli- 
gions are supposed to stand on an equal- 
ity before the bar of justice. Our gov- 
ernment is neutral upon the question 
of religious faith, and protects all reli- 
gions equally. 

Question No. 8.—“Are not all our 
laws based upon the ten commandments, 
and should not the state enforce all of 
the decalogue ?” 

Answer.—No. The civil government 
cannot rightfully enforce any of the 
ten commandments as God’s law and as 
divine requirements. How can the civil 
magistrate enforce God’s commandment 
which says, “Thou shalt have no other 
gods before Me”? The Bible makes it 
very plain that anything that a man 
thinks more of than he does of God, is 
a violation of that first commandment. 
How can the civil magistrate read a 
man’s thoughts and judge his motives? 

How can the magistrate enforce the 
second commandment, which is against 
the making and worshiping of images 
which are counterfeits of things in 
heaven? That is purely a religious mat- 
ter, and is justified by many religions 
of this world. 

How can the civil government punish 
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the taking of God’s name in vain as 
divinely interpreted in the Scriptures? 
The Bible says that we take God’s name 
in vain when we belie our religious pro- 
fession, that we take Christ’s name in 
vain when we misrepresent His life 
and His teachings. If we accede to the 
proposition that the United States gov- 
ernment has the right to punish blas- 
phemy against the Christian religion, 
then we are forced to admit that the 
Chinese government has a right to pun- 
ish blasphemy against its state religion, 
which is paganism, and all Christians 
would be punished for saying a deroga- 
tory word against paganism. In China 
the preaching of the gospel against idol 
worship is blasphemy. 

Sabbath observance as set forth by the 
fourth commandment cannot be en- 
forced by the civil magistrate, for all 
citizens would not only be compelled to 
rest on the seventh day, but to keep it 
holy, which is an obligation that cannot 
under any circumstances be enforced by 
any man. Even God Himself does not 
attempt to enforce holiness. It cannot 
be done. 

How can the civil magistrate make 
children honor their parents? You can 
lead a horse to water, but you cannot 
make him drink. Honoring parents is 
a matter of the heart over which the 
magistrate has no control. 

How can the magistrate enforce the 
commandment which says, “Thou shalt 
not kill,” when Christ said that he that 
hateth his brother is a murderer? 
Who ever saw the sheriff hanging a man 
for murder who never did more than 
hate his brother? 

How can the civil magistrate enforce 
God’s commandment as such on adul- 
tery, when Christ said, “Whosoever look- 
eth on a woman to lust after her hath 
committed adultery with her already in 
his heart”? The magistrate cannot read 
the hearts and motives of men. 

How can the magistrate enforce the 
commandment which says, “Thou shalt 
not steal,” when God says, “Ye have 
robbed Me... in tithes and offerings” ? 
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We are guilty of theft when we do not 
give God the service due Him and by 
withholding what is His own. 

The commandment of God says, 
“Thou shalt not bear faise witness.” In 
God’s sight we are false witnesses when 
we belie our profession of religion. We 
can lie without uttering a word—merely 
by a look. How can the magistrate read 
the heart in this matter? 

How can he enforce the tenth com- 
mandment, “Thou shalt not covet’? 
That is a matter of the heart. Again, if 
the magistrate should arrest anybody 
who did not love his neighbor as him- 
self, he would have a tremendous task. 


No; the ten commandments are ex- 
ceeding broad, says the psalmist, yea, 
they are the end of all perfection, and 
reveal the righteousness of God; as such 
they cannot be enforced by the civil 
magistrate. For the law of God is spir- 
itual and holy. No duty which we owe 
to God as such can rightfully be en- 
forced by the civil magistrate. The 
civil government can enforce only civil 
duties and regulate those matters which 
pertain to man’s relationship with man. 

The first four commandments are du- 
ties which we owe exclusively to God 
and religion, and not to man. God only 
can punish offenses against God. The 
civil government can punish man for 
only the overt acts which are an in- 
fringement upon the rights of others. 
The civil government does this, irre- 
spective of what the law of God demands 
and independent of it. 
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The Struggle for Religious Free- 
dom in the Netherlands 
(Continued from page 39) 


make this affair public, informing all that you 
have no right whatsoever to interfere with an- 
other man’s conscience. Therefore, we demand 
of you not to trouble these people any more, 
nor to hinder them in any way whatsoever 
from earning a livelihood for themselves and 
families. Take heed that you act in harmony 
with this our demands and requests.”—Written 
in Antwerpen, July 16, 1578, signed von Baude- 
mont. 
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This brought relief for the perse- 
euted, at least for the time being. But 
in the year 1593, the so-called Reformed 
Church brought on another persecution 
against the Mennonites. And an appeal 
was made by them to Prince Moritz, son 
of Prince William of Orange. Prince 
Moritz’s appeal to all state and city offi- 
cials is as follows: 

“We hope that you pay close attention to the 
words of the ordinance made by my father, 
Prince of Orange, and by the governors and 
counselors of the provinces of Holland and 
Zeeland, so that not only in the city of Mittel- 
burg, but in all the United Provinces, all gov- 
ernment officials must adhere to the letter of 
that law, granting freedom of conscience in 
religious matters to: all.”—Given in Graffen- 
Haag, March 4, 15938. Signed, Your very good 
friend, Mauritius von Nassau. 

It seems from the above that religious 
liberty and freedom of conscience in re- 
ligious matters was fully granted and 
proclaimed by William the First, Prince 
of Orange, and the government of three 
provinces, namely, Holland, Zeeland, 
and Utrecht, and by the time of Prince 
Moritz it had been proclaimed in all the 
seven provinces of North Netherlands. 

The liberty gained in the provinces of 
North Netherlands was most noticeable 
because for centuries the Waldensians 
had suffered bitterly for their faith in 
most of the countries of Europe. There 
has been preserved, mostly in the form 
of personal letters written from prison 
dungeons, a somewhat complete record 
of the terrible sufferings endured by 
those who dared to disagree with 
the established ecclesiastical authorities. 
What they suffered upon the rack, in 
torture chambers, and at the stake is 
almost beyond the belief of people in 
this day of liberty and enlightenment. 
The piety of their lives was testified to 
by even their enemies. Reinerius, an 
Inquisitor, wrote : 


“Among all sects which have ever been, there 
is none so dangerous to the Roman Church as 
the sect called Waldenses, because they are the 
most ancient, claiming their origin from apos- 
tolie times. They have penetrated into all 
lands, for there is no country or land where 
this sect is not to be found. They live most 
virtuous lives before the people, teaching the 
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right way concerning faith in God and the 
twelve articles of the Apostles’ Creed. Only 
that they teach against the teachings of the 
Roman Church and priesthood.” 

Not only in Catholic countries were 
these people made to suffer, but in Prot- 
estant lands at the hands of so-called 
Reformed Churches, they paid for their 
faith with their blood. America was 
blessed with some of the descendants of 
these hardy soldiers of the cross. At 
least one branch of the Mennonites, 
driven from Zurich in Switzerland, 
stopped in Alsace-Lorraine, only to find 
shortly that their enemies would give 
them no rest. From Alsace they went 
to Holland, and from Holland to Amer- 
ica. As early as 1634 they had settled 
near Camden, New Jersey. In this 
group were two brothers who bore the 
name of Longacre, one an ancestor of 
the present editor of the Linerty maga- 
zine. A little prior to 1682 we find them 
in Pennsylvania, near the spot that was 
later to be so closely connected with the 
American Revolution, Valley Forge. 

I had an opportunity to examine care- 
fully a book containing over 1,400 pages, 
published ir Ephrata, Pennsylvania, in 
1749, in which is given a striking ac- 
count of the activities of those who 
strove for liberty of conscience through 
centuries of tyranny and _ darkness. 
These pioneers of light were known by 
different group names. There were at 
least thirty-five of these. In some points 
of faith they differed from one another, 
but in the campaign for freedom to wor- 
ship God without interference by either 
the church or the state, they were a unit. 
We of today owe a debt to them that can 
be discharged only by giving our all for 
the preservation of the boon which they 
bought at the cost of all that was most 
dear to them. No price was too great 
for them—material possessions, earthly 
comforts, families, life itself, were freely 
given. 
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THE new idea is always hated and 
persecuted by the old until the new be- 
comes old. 
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Sunday Observance Imposed 
Under Penalty in California 


HE Los Angeles Herald of January 
19, says: 

“Doors of Los Angeles barber shops must be 
closed to business on Sundays, or proprietors 
will be arrested for violating the California 
barbers’ code under an order sent out today by 
Deputy City Attorney William Joos, of the 
prosecuting division of the city attorney’s office. 

“More than 200 Los Angeles barbers were 
summoned before Joos for asserted violation of 
the code, and they were informed they will face 
fines and jail sentences if they continue to 
offer shaves and hair cuts on Sunday.” 


Prosecuting Attorney Joos said: 


“The city attorney’s office has been co-operat- 
ing with the State labor department in enforce- 
ment of the code. There have been scores of 
complaints that barber shops have been operat- 
ing on Sunday in violation of the code.” 

The Los Angeles Herald further says: 

“City Attorney Ray L. Chesebro has been 
acting in co-operation with the Master Barbers’ 
Association in the matter.” 

Here we have a striking illustration 
of bureaucracy gone mad, and of official 
regulations not only circumscribing pop- 
ular rights, but the orderly functions 
and prerogatives of the State legislature 
and the Federal Government. The peo- 
ple of California recently rejected a 
compulsory Sunday closing barber 
measure submitted to them on a State- 
wide popular referendum, by a majority 
of more than 750,000 votes. The legis- 
lature of California has repeatedly re- 
jected Sunday closing barber bills and 
refused to enact them into law. Aside 
from this, the Federal NRA officials, in 
adopting the permanent barbers’ code, 
eliminated the Sunday closing clause 
submitted by the Master Barbers’ Asso- 
ciation of America, and inserted one day 
of rest in seven in place of Sunday rest. 
The city prosecuting attorney of Los 
Angeles is following the dictates of the 
Master Barbers’ Association instead of 
the Federal NRA codes or the State laws 
of California upon this subject. 

How long will the people of Cali- 
fornia, the State legislators, and the 
Federal NRA officials allow a_ local 
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bureaucracy to encroach upon their pre- 
rogatives in so flagrant a fashion? The 
Federal NRA allows each barber to 
choose his own day of closing, but the 
regulations of the local dictators say all 
barber shops must close on Sunday. 
Cc. 8. L. 


A Virginia Cavalier Comments 
on Sumptuary Laws 
(Continued from page 40) 


nine other reasons for opposing motion pictures 
on Sunday, set up the assertion that to permit 
this would be class legislation. Surely a naive 
argument to come from the spokesman of a 
class in whose interest and at whose insistence 
all our blue laws have been made. 

“The fight against Sunday motion pictures 
before the House Committee on Social and 
Moral Welfare was purely a parson fight. It 
is true that they brought some laymen to make 
it appear that opposition was not wholly cleri- 
eal. They also mustered a goodly number of 
gallery rooters and cheer leaders, but in spite 
of very emphatic protests to the contrary, it is 
as clear as the nose on one’s face that the fight 
is a contest waged by the parsons against 
weakening of their moral authority... . 

“Sixty per cent of our population belong to 
no church, have no priest or bishop to make 
vocable their desires. They are not requested, 
in church, to send telegrams and write letters 
to their delegates or their senators. They have 
little legislative consideration because they are 
inarticulate. Yet it is these people who keep 
the world sweet and make it a place worth 
living in.” 

Mr. Hunter made the best speech at 
the hearing. It was replete with good- 
natured wit and humor, and clear-cut as 
a diamond on religious liberty and sepa- 
ration of church and state. Mr. Hunter 
declared he was not a member of any 
church, and was speaking for sixty per 
cent of the population who were non- 
church members. These sixty per cent 
of the population should not be com- 
pelled by the forty per cent of church 
members to act as if they were religious 
on Sunday when they are not, but 
should be allowed to follow the dictates 
of their own consciences as to the man- 
ner of spending their time on Sunday, 
so long as they do not disturb religious 
meetings. Cc. 8. L. 
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‘“Absurdity” of Sunday Blue 
Laws Shown Up 


, bw Sunday Star of Washington, 
D. C., January 21, carried an Asso- 
ciated Press report from Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania, as follows: 

“A much perturbed and a little defiant citi- 
zenry tonight faced a Sunday without movies, 
sodas, or gasoline, as Mayor Eddie McCloskey 
prepared to show the people just how ‘ridicu- 
lous’ blue laws are anyway. 

“Every business house got orders from police- 
men today to ‘pull down your blinds tomorrow 
and keep them down; under an edict of the 
mayor that a blue law of 1794 will be enforced 
to the last letter. 

“The mayor said he will back up the old law 
so well ‘that the paid choir singers will not be 
permitted to appear in the churches.’ 

“It started when the city council told Mce- 
Closkey to close Sunday shows. This incensed 
the fiery mayor, so he ordered everything 
shut up. 

“The council wants to be ridiculous,’ said 
McCloskey. ‘I am going to show just how 
insane blue laws can be.’” 


The Star of January 22 says that the 
automobile drivers on Sunday “had to 
go out of town for gasoline,” and that 
the news dealers “were threatened with 
stoppage of the sale and delivery of 
Sunday newspapers,” and the “police 
were active about all news stands which 
remained open, and took the names of 
several boys who delivered Sunday 
newspapers.” 

The mayor of Johnstown is legally 
correct in the position he has taken 
upon this question of the enforcement 
of the Sunday blue laws of Pennsylva- 
nia, which prohibit all “worldly” and 
all “commercial” acts or business on 
Sunday. The present Sunday law of 
Pennsylvania does not permit anything 
on Sunday that is not strictly religious, 
nor does it allow any one to receive any 
commercial reward or remuneration for 
services rendered, whether those serv- 
ices are otherwise legitimate and honor- 
able or not. If the law would forbid 
commercialism in illegitimate and dis- 
reputable matters only, certainly no one 
could object, but when it forbids com- 
mercialism of the day, and thus prohib- 
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its anybody’s getting any reward for 
service rendered in a business that is 
perfectly legitimate and respectable in 
itself, simply because such service is 
rendered on Sunday, then the mayor of 
Johnstown is logical when he applies the 
restrictions on commercialism against 
commercialized choir singers on Sunday 
as well as paid singers at a public enter- 
tainment. The law now does not allow 
a singer at a paid entertainment to re- 
ceive pay without being penalized under 
the Sunday law of 1794. 

There are some people who are per- 
fectly satisfied with the Sunday blue 
law of 1794 in Pennsylvania, if only 
those portions of the law are enforced 
which accord with their religious ideas, 
letting the rest of the provisions, which 
do not coincide with their opinions, re- 
main dormant; but the mayor of Johns- 
town is evidently not of that type. He 
wants either the whole law enforced as 
it now stands upon the statute books, 
or none of it. No doubt the enforce- 
ment of the entire law is the quickest 
way of convincing the people of the 
State of Pennsylvania that this law is 
out of date, un-American, and that it 
ought te be repealed. Cc. S. L. 


The “Christian Statesman’s” 
Change of Base 
(Continued from page 42) 


to the Constitution of the United States as will 
declare the nation’s allegiance to Jesus Christ, 
and its acceptance of the moral laws of the 
Christian religion, and so indicate that this is a 
Christian nation, and place all the Christian 
laws, institutions, and usages of our govern- 
ment on an undeniably legal basis in the fun- 
damental law of the land.” 


Just what these words mean may be 
judged by this, quoted from pages 36 
and 37 of Dr. McAllister’s book: 


“What more ringing National Reform ut- 
terances were ever uttered than those of the 
president of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, in her annual address at the Na- 
tional Convention, held at Nashville, Tennessee? 
Miss Willard affirms in this address that the 
association over which she presides has ‘one 
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vital, organic thought, one absorbing purpose, 
one undying enthusiasm. It is that CHRIST 
SHALL BE THIS WORLD’S KING—King 
of its courts, its camps, its commerce; King of 
its colleges and cloisters; King of its customs 
and constitutions; ... Christ and His law, the 
true basis of government and the supreme au- 
thority in national as well as in individual life.” 


The Roman Pontiff claims to be 
Christ’s representative upon earth, and 
to speak and act for Him. But Dr. 
Parsons would be slow to admit this 
claim on the part of the pope. How- 
ever, to make Christ this world’s King. 
as explained by the late Frances Wil- 
lard, and as so heartily indorsed in the 
National Reform document from which 
we quote, would make absolutely neces- 
sary the setting up of some authority to 
speak for Christ, or else the recognition 
of the validity of the claim of the visible 
head of the Roman Church, that he is 
Vicarius Filii Dei (Vicegerent of the 
Son of God). 

This present evil world is not Christ’s 
kingdom, and can never become Christ’s 
kingdom. The work of the gospel is to 
garner out of this fallen world “a peo- 
ple for His name.” (See Acts 15:14.) 
When that work shall be finally ac- 
complished, the wicked nations will be 
destroyed, as described in the second 
psalm. The world that now is will then 
be purified by fire, as graphically fore- 
told in the third chapter of Second 
Peter, following which it will become 
the home of God’s redeemed people, the 
seat of Christ’s eternal kingdom. 

The church of God is the whole body 
of His redeemed people, from Eden lost 
to Eden restored. Christ, the great head 
of the church, has never committed to 
His people the work of governing the 
world. Christ's commission to His 
church is not to go into polities, and 
try to govern the world in its sin- 
cursed condition, but is, 

“Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, bap- 
tizing them in the name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: teaching them 
to observe all things whatsoever I have com- 
manded you: and, lo, I am with you alway, 
even unto the end of the world.” Matt. 
28:19, 20. 
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The gospel is spiritual, not political; 
its appeal is not to men en masse, but to 
the individual; its aim is not simply to 
improve the old life, but to give new 
life ; in short, it says to every man, even 
as our Lord Himself said to the proud 
Pharisee, “That which is born of the 
flesh is flesh; and that which is born of 
the Spirit is spirit. Marvel not that I 
said unto thee, Ye must be born again.” 
John 3:6, 7. 

In effect, National Reform seeks to 
make men Christian by compelling out- 
ward conformity to certain forms; but 
instead of making Christians, their 
scheme at best can succeed only in mak- 
ing formalists, or, worse yet, conscious 
hypocrites. C. P. B. 


What Is Liberty? 


(Continued from page 43) 


it is for a man or a combination of men, 


even though they claim to be the true 
church of God, to insist that their lib- 


erty includes the taking away of an- 
other man’s liberty to worship God as 
he chooses, compelling him to worship 
as they choose. Such was Cain’s idea 
of liberty. He could not be content with 
his own liberty to worship God in his 
own way, but was angered at Abel for 
worshiping in the latter’s way, which, 
as a matter of fact, was the way God 
had commanded. It is noticeable that 
Abel, who was worshiping God in the 
way He had commanded, did not try to 
force Cain to worship as he did, but 
that Cain, who was trying to worship 
God in a way He had not asked, was 
angered against Abel and rose ‘up and 


slew him. “And wherefore slew he 


him? Because his own works were evil, 
and his brother’s righteous.” 1 John 
3:12. 

It is no sign of sanctity or goodness 
when an assembly of men, no matter 
how great, rise up and claim that their 
liberty demands that other people wor- 
ship as they do. This is not liberty, nor 
is it Christianity or godlike. It is a 
perversion of liberty that covers the 
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meaning of the word in a darkness that 
obscures the very light of life for the 
world. For unless God be known as a 
God of liberty and His law be known 
as a law of liberty, they are not known 
at all. His service will in this wrong 
understanding of His nature be obnox- 
ious, and the world will wander in the 
night to the pitfalls of eternal ruin. 
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Idaho Sunday Blue Laws Invoked 


VERY now and then antiquated 
Sunday blue laws which still exist 
on the statute books of some States, are 
revived by zealots: whose religious life 
consists of compliance with outward 
forms and a mania to ram their religious 
views down other people’s throats. The 
editor, Mr. Burroughs, of the Idaho 
Pioneer, of Boise, sets forth the Idaho 
Sunday law erusade in the following 
interesting editorial: 

“The prosecution (persecution) of the Boise 
grocers who have violated the State blue laws 
by selling groceries and such on Sunday again 
calls vehement attention to the inequalities and 
injustices of such ordinances. Sunday business 
of any kind is doubtless very wicked, but when 
the law permits the sale of 3.2 beer and pro- 
hibits the sale of a pound of butter, the law 
not only becomes very obnoxious, but is also 
very discriminatory. 

“Cigars, tobacco, beer, candy, salacious maga- 
zines, root beer, ice cream, and a hundred other 
commodities are perfectly Christian, but a loaf 
of bread or a pound of coffee, if sold on Sun- 
day, would send both buyer and seller to the 
bad place forever and a day. 

“Tt is a fact that-all of us are daily violating 
some of the laws and ordinances made and pro- 


vided. I saw a very Christian minister jay- 
walking the other day, right in broad daylight, 


. upon the streets of Boise. Such a violation of 


the laws and ordinances made and provided 
should be very severely dealt with. I saw an- 
other very Christian minister utterly and wick- 
edly ignore a red light. These unholy things 
must stop—pronto. 

“The grocers would have continued in the 
error of their ways had not some other grocers 
who do not sell anything on Sundays made a 
fuss about it. In like manner, those who do 
not jaywalk and those who do stop at the red 
lights should also complain to the powers that 
be, and there would be just about as much sense 
in it. 
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“The blue laws have been ignored for years, 
and the country would not go to the bowwows 
were they ignored forever. If a merchant 
wants to sell butter and eggs on Sunday, it’s 
his foolishness and nobody’s hurt or harmed. 

“At that, viewing such petty persecution, one 
wonders why one little iaw violated is picked 
out by the long-haired chimney-pot-hatted re- 
formers, and so many much more serious in- 
fractions allowed to run unnoticed. There are 
many laws not so ‘blue’ being ignored every 
day. We see dance hall profligating slopping 
over into every Sunday morning; we see juve- 
nile drinking right under the noses of the ‘re- 
formers;’ we see slot machines tinkling their 
merry tinkle in every hamlet in the State; we 
see our good ladies indulging in bridge games 
for profit or for prizes right inside the portals 
of the churches. 

“But we cannot buy a loaf of bread or a 


pound of good Idaho butter on a Sunday morn- 
ing. That’s against the laws made and pro- 


vided. 


“And all of this implies no criticism upon 


the office of the prosecuting attorney. He can’t 
help himself. When a complaint is made to 
him, it’s his duty to put the prosecution over.” 


One of the nine grocers arrested and 
bound over for trial is a Seventh-day 
Adventist who regularly closes his store 
from sunset Friday evening until sunset 
Saturday evening in harmony with the 
Seriptural injunction. Why should he 
be prosecuted for operating his store on 
six days of the week which the civil law 
allows? Why must he observe Sunday 
and thus be deprived of one day’s in- 
come to which all other civilians are 
entitled under the law? This is not civil 
prosecution, but religious persecution. 
We cannot have religious freedom in 
America for al) men and a)) persuasions 
as long as these antiquated, un-Ameri- 
can, religious laws remain upon the civil 
statute books. Let Idaho follow the 
example of her sister States, Oregon, 
Wyoming, California, Arizona, and Wis- 
consin, which have repealed all their 
Sunday laws. Only in this way can the 
ehureh leaders be kept from carrying 
on a campaign of religious persecution. 

e 
0. 8. b. 
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THE most hated thing in the world is 
an unpopular truth. 
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A Methodist Compliment 


THE editor of the LiperTY magazine 
receives many complimentary letters 
from public officials and ministers of 
various religious persuasions concerning 
the work the Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion is doing in defense of the American 
principles of government as conceived 
by the founding fathers. The following 
letter is from an ardent Methodist : 

“Mr. LonGAcrE: Let me compliment you on 
your fine Lrserty, First Quarter, 1934. It 
gives us up-to-the-minute information on a sub- 
ject with which all liberty-loving Americans 
should be eternally on guard, so that our fore- 
fathers may not have lived and died in vain. 

“We of California can thank those responsi- 
ble from the bottom of our hearts that we have 
no hidden insidious ‘blue’ laws to catch us 
unawares... . 

“IT am a Methodist and not ashamed of it, 
and I know of no organization better fitted to 
carry on the principles of civil and religious 
freedom than yours. May you be able to 
‘earry on’ for years to come. While we are all 
for peace, we have to be on our guard, and it 
is a continual warfare against selfishness and 
greed.” 


Scripture and the Lord’s Day 
Alliance 
(Continued from page 47) 


did He give so much as a hint to His 
disciples to attempt work of that nature. 
He did use compulsion on two occasions, 
overturning a régime set up by corrupt 
men; but let it be noted that He did 
this to cleanse, not any part of civil 
government, but the house of God. 

It seems also to have escaped the no- 
tice of President Willey that the apos- 
tolic church not only received no help 
from the state in any form, but was 
faced by the opposition of the civil 
power, the might of imperial Rome, the 
strongest despotism, possibly, that the 
world has ever known. And against all 
the power of Rome-on the one hand, and 
the opposition of the Jews on the other 
hand, that church not only maintained 
its ground, but moved forward irresist- 
ibly in the work Christ had given her 
to do, sounding the gospel message 
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throughout the known world in a single 
generation of time. 

The Alliance, President Willey says, 
is the only real “guardian and guaranty 


of the Sabbath day.” What did the 
Sabbath institution do before the Alli- 
ance came into being? It must have 
rested on a very insecure foundation, 
according to his view. But the Scrip- 
ture teaches that no institution of God 
is insecurely established. “The foun- 
dation of God standeth sure.” 

The Alliance would have people be- 
lieve that without civil legislation to 


establish and enforce Sabbath rest, the 


Sabbath would be lost. The best an- 
swer to this idea is the fact, which seems 
to have escaped President Willey’s no- 
tice, that today hundreds of thousands 
of Christians, scattered throughout the 
world and under every variety of cir- 
cumstance, are observing the Sabbath of 
the decalogue, and reaping the benefits 
of such observance, notwithstanding the 
almost universal disregard of the day 
visible all around them. 

The day which God ealls “the Sab- 
bath of the Lord,” and “My holy day,” 
the Creator’s memorial established at 
the beginning of time, will continue, 
regardless of what men may do or may 
not do, because it rests on the founda- 
tion of that word which will stand 
though heaven and earth pass away. 

Would it not be a great improve- 
ment if the representatives of the Lord’s 
Day Alliance would become better ac- 
quainted with the word of God, so as 
to know what it affirms regarding the 
Christian Sabbath and the divine foun- 
dation on which the Christian church 
and Christian institutions rest; and 
then have faith in the power of the Al- 
mighty to take care of that which is His 
without calling for help from the state? 
God never started anything that He was 
not able to finish; and of the mission of 
His church to give the gospel invitation 
to mankind, it is written: “He will 
finish the work, and cut it short in right- 
eousness: because a short work will the 
Lord make upon the earth.” Rom. 9:28. 
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News and Comment 


THE people of Pennsylvania at the 
last election repealed the blue law which 
prohibited Sunday baseball and football. 
The vote in some cities and towns ranged 
from 5 to 1 to 22 to 1 in favor of Sunday 
recreation. More than 90 per cent of the 
cities and towns in the State voted in 
favor of this repeal of the antiquated 
Sunday blue law which the political 
preachers had kept on the statute books 
since 1794, when a committee of Presby- 
terian clergymen succeeded in having it 
enacted. 


Five drivers of bakers’ trucks who 
delivered bread to restaurants were ar- 
rested recently in Jersey City for de- 
livering bread on Sunday in violation of 
the blue law of New Jersey, which pro- 
hibits all travel on Sunday of any kind, 
by train, automobile, bus, horseback, or 
on foot, except “going to or returning 
from any church or place of worship, 
within the distance of twenty miles.” 

They were found guilty before the 
first criminal court, but the judge sus- 
pended the sentence to circumvent an 
unjust law. The legislature should do 
its duty and repeal these Puritan reli- 
gious laws, or give the people a chance 
to do so on a popular referendum. 


i | i=] i | 
A Grateful Subscriber 


A VERY appreciative subscriber to the 
LIBERTY magazine renews his subscrip- 
tion for three years at $1. He says: 

“T hope to be able to read every num- 
ber to the last of my days. I am now 
seventy-four years of age. I wish you 
great success with your magazine; it is 
as much needed now as ever in the past. 
Curtailing the freedom of the press and 
scrapping the Constitution, are things 
talked about. When tobacco and beer 
can be sold on Sunday and not the ne- 
cessities of life, it seems that Sunday 
laws are for the real propagation of vice 
on that day, and not for the general 
welfare.” 

Perhaps some other friend of Lrserty 
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wants to renew his subscription for three 
years for $1, and keep informed on re- 
ligious liberty issues. 
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Europe’s Champion of 
Democracy 
(Continued from page 41) 

This experienced statesman of Europe 
is a thorough believer in the rule of the 
people as against dictators. He believes 
that civil and religious liberty is essen- 
tial to good government, and that these 
rights and privileges cannot be attained 
under the rule of dictators. Dictators 
make a sham out of republics, and sacri- 
fice the rights of religious minorities in 
favor of a state religion which dominates 
the consciences of all dissenters and non- 
conformists. More strength to the ideals 
of President Masaryk. CG. & hs. 
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What Eminent Men Say 

“You cannot legislate the human race 
into heaven. . . . The world can be 
made safe for moral decency only by 
education.”-—Dr. Charles H. Parkhurst. 

“Our liberties are safe until the mem- 
ories and experiences of the past are 
blotted out and the ‘Mayflower’ and its 
band of Pilgrims forgotten; and our 
public school system has fallen into de- 
eay and the nation into ignorance; until 
legislators have resigned their func- 
tions to ecclesiastical powers and their 
prerogatives to  priests.”—Woodrow 
Wilson, “Public Papers,” Vol. I, p. 62. 

“Tt is a good thing to demand liberty 
for ourselves and for those who agree 
with us, but it is a better thing and a 
rare thing to give liberty to others who 
do not agree with us.”—President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, from a speech 
delivered over the radio from Warm 
Springs, Georgia, Nov. 22, 1933. Pub- 
lished in the New York Times, Nov. 23, 
1933. 

“Tf you would build a bulwark against 
despotism, there are no ramparts like 
the breasts of free men.”—William E. 
Gladstone. 
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Farmers Object to Paying Tithe 
by Law 

Ten thousand farmers in England 
have revolted, and refuse to pay tithes 
to church officials who seek to collect 
them through government compulsion. 
These compulsory tithes were imposed 
on the farmers during the reign of 
Queen Anne, and amount to $15,000,000 
annually at the present time. The farm- 
ers call this a “sixteenth century graft.” 

The farmers in Kent and Suffolk 
Counties have organized armed com- 
panies equipped with sticks and guns, 
have dug trenches around their build- 
ings, and have even placed electrified 
wires to protect their goods from the 
government collectors and _ preserve 
what they consider their rights. The 
clergymen, as they pass through the 
country, are hooted at by the farmers 
whose cattle are scheduled to be sold to 
pay the church stipend. 

Religion and politics do not mix any 
better than oil and water. To try to 
mix them always causes trouble. As 
long as religion employs force, it must 
expect to be resisted and hooted at by 


the people. 
= SB 


Sparks From the Editor’s Anvil 


THE people are the masters and not 
the slaves of their government. 


THE inalienable rights of man are God 
given, and not granted by governments. 


A WISE statesman is one who possesses 
the gift of seeing into day after tomor- 
row. 


THE primary function of civil govern- 
ment is to protect the rights of all men 
equally before the bar of justice. 


THE government which breaks down 
constitutional barriers and safeguards, 
paves the way for its own overthrow. 


No one but a usurper of arbitrary au- 
thority over the rights of mankind, ever 
attempts to muzzle the freedom of the 
press. 
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Wuat some reformers set up as moral 
standards for others to conform to are 
often merely self-opinionated prejudices 
and sentimental traditions. 


WHENEVER governments are unjust 
and override constitutional guaranties 
of human rights, they turn the populace 
into nullificationists. 


Man must not strike back at the hand 
that feeds him, unless it is the hand of a 
tyrant that has reduced him to vassal- 
age. 

Every advance step toward truth is 
made in the face of tremendous opposi- 
tion and the loss of many friends. 


CONCENTRATION of power in the hands 
of a few means the destruction of the 
rights and liberties of the people. 


A MAN who collects knowledge merely 
for a selfish purpose, as a miser hoards 
money, is a curse to the world. 


He who accepts every friendship the 
moment it is proffered, will have to fel- 
lowship many a lousy tramp. 


If you have no house to move into, do 
not demolish the old one until you have 
built a new and better one. 


He who changes his opinions too read- 
ily is a flop, and he who never changes 
his opinions is a fool. 


PERMANENT peace among men can be 
secured only through equality of rights 
and essential justice. 


A RELIGION that cannot survive unless 
it is kept in a glass case is the religion 
of a tenderfoot. 


THOSE who marry in haste and against 
good counsel have plenty to repent of at 
their leisure. 


THE inalienable rights of man cease to 
exist only when he ceases to exist. 


Pus.ic officials are the servants and 
not the sovereigns of the people. 


THOSE who are afraid of truth, stuff 
their ears so it cannot enter. 


LIBERTY, 1934 
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EVERY MAN 
Is the MASTER 


of his own 


HEALTH 


His enjoyment of life 
depends largely upon 
his enjoyment 


health, 


for 
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Health Makes Life Worth Living 
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It is with the realization of this vital truth that 
Life and Health has stood, since 1885, as a herald 
of right principles of living. 


These principles, of preventive means and _ ra- 
tional cure, are being practiced with increasing suc- 
cess by a long chain of sanitariums throughout 
the world, one of which is the Washington Sani- 
tarium and Hospital at Takoma Park, D. C. Its 
able medical director, A. W. Truman, M. D., is 
editor of Life and Health. 


Life and Health is a magazine of scientific ac- 
curacy, dealing with health problems common to 
every family, in plain, untechnical language. 
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HERE lies a_ soldier. 

Unknown? Yes. Un- 
named? Ah,no. So long 
as an American mother, 
wife, sister, sweetheart, 
who, during the trying 
days of the World War, 
saw her loved one march away to 
uphold the standards of his coun- 
try, and return no more,—so long 
as these remember the name of the one whom 
they have lost—and when ean they forget? 
—just so long will the soldier sleeping peace- 
fully beneath this marble shaft have a 
name. 

For he represents the thousands of brave 
American men and boys who answered the 
bugle call of their country, and are now 
lying under the white crosses that mark their 
graves on the bloodstained battlefields of 
Europe. It was from among these honored 
dead that a body was chosen, an unknown 
and unidentified American soldier, brought 


The Tomb 


of the 
Unknown Soldier 


By 
Ruth Conard 


to the United States, and 
decorated with the medals 
of highest military distine- 
tion both of his own coun- 
try and of the Allies. On 
November 11, 1921, he was 
laid to rest in the Ar- 
lington National Cemetery. 

The site of the grave, on the hills 
of Virginia, just across the Poto- 
mae from Washington, D. C., and command- 
ing a wonderful view of the capital cf the 
nation, is yearly visited by thousands of 
American citizens and by delegations from 
foreign countries. And on Memorial Day, 
when the whole nation pauses to pay tribute 
to its heroes, numerous visitors, singly and 
in groups, come to place a wreath at the 
grave of the Unknown Soldier. And one 
wonders how many of these people, as they 
bow silently before the tomb, whisper the 
name of loved ones who made the supreme 
sacrifice “over there.” 














